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Prerequisite of 
Industrial Peace 


Whether or not the recent work-to-rule 
of the electricians represents the last straw 
in the hardening of public opinion against 
the unions, there is no doubt that a polar- 
isation of attitudes towards these matters is 
taking place. As behaviour on the Left be- 
comes increasingly more intransigent, feeling 
on the Right tends naturally to despair of 
moderation and urge the strongest possible 
measures against those who use wage claims 
to cripple the nation. 

It is usually expected that on these 
issues this journal will take a position that 
is very firmly to the Right. But in fact to 
do so at this stage would be a foolish over- 
simplification of the position. 

We certainly expect to live to see the 
day when the public of this country looks 
upon the strike and every other form of 
industrial non-cooperation as it now looks 
upon the mediaeval practice of beheading 
recalcitrant monarchs — as something which 
only a very primitive society would tolerate. 
Before that day can come, however, there is 
one crucial thing that we must achieve. 

The purchasing power of every work- 
ing member of society must increase — and 
be seen to increase — at a rate commensurate 
with the increase of the gross national 
product. Until this takes place there will be 
a justified grievance on every factory floor 
that is bound to erupt into strike action, 
whether the latter is official or unofficial, 
legal or illegal. 

Nothing plays more into the hands of 
the professional disrupters of industry than 
to adopt the orthodox ‘right-wing’ attitude 
of middle-class suburbia and say: “Oh! 
The workers are making trouble again — 
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why don’t they put the country first!” 
Such an attitude creates the very social 
division that the Left seeks and upon which 
it thrives. By this attitude Conservatives 
have for decades been driving workers right 
into the leftist camp. 

The true fact of the matter is that the 
inflationary nature of our economy is leaving 
the worker absolutely no choice but to 
demand continual wage increases as the 
purchasing power of his existing wage dec- 
limes so rapidly. Whilst the gross national 
product of this country is not increasing 
as quickly as that of many countries, the 
very fact that it is increasing at all entitles 
the worker to believe that his standard of 
living should show a noticeable yearly im- 
provement. When it does not he is bound 
to ask: where then are the. fruits of produc- 
tion going? 

The ready answer of the trade union 
agitator, which he is liable to believe for 
want of information to the contrary, is — 
the bosses! The owners of industry. The 
shareholders. The investors. Such is the 
stuff of which industrial unrest is made. 

But the true facts do not bear out this 
belief. As any financial commentator will 
confirm, real profits from industry are not 
going up with the growth of the national 
product. This is precisely why industry in 
this country is finding it harder to obtain 
investment. The dividends are not making 
investment worthwhile. 

The national cake is becoming bigger 
year by year, albeit not as quickly as we 
would like. But the worker’s slice is not 
increasing, nor is that of the employer and 
investor. 

Whose slice is increasing? The very 
simple answer is the international banker. 

It is the increasing burden of debt that 
represents the hidden increment in the 
economy that is draining it of its life and 
which ensures that the fruits of greater 
production do not go to its creators. 

And this is bound to remain so as 
long as almost every new quantity of money 
flowing into the economy to purchase the 
new quantities of goods for sale comes as 
interest-bearing debt repayable to the inter- 
national banking system. 

As long as this central fact of our 
economic troubles is not understood the 
tug-of-war between worker and employer 
will continue — and this is exactly what 
the forces of left-wing revolution want. 

The revolutionary Left does not seek 
to raise the worker’s standard of life. If that 
were done in the way that machinery now 
makes possible unrest would come prac- 
tically to an end.., 

No, the revolutionary Left seeks above 
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all to reduce industry to a standstill and 
every nation to chaos in order to make 
political capital out of the situation that 
ensues. This means that the two classes 
of society must be driven progressively 
apart, and every attitude that encourages 
that drift must be therefore encouraged. 

To shout with the Conservative and 
white-collar Right that workers’ demands 
must be steadfastly resisted and unions 
stamped upon — without first tackling the 
basic source of workers’ discontent — would 
be to do exactly what the forces of national 
disruption want us to do: widen the split. 

Our role must be to bring the classes 
together in a sense of mutual interest and 
mutual understanding of one another’s point 
of view. This means exposing the real 
causes of our economic ills — which must be 
resolutely tackled and removed before any 
measures to restore harmony to industry 
can have a hope of succeeding. 


Beware Labour 
Duplicity over Europe! 


The news that the national executive 
committee of the Labour Party has decided 
to put the Common Market issue to the vote 
of a special delegate conference should come 
as no surprise. A long time ago we forecast 
that Labour, in a desperate attempt to find 
a winner for the next election would do an 
about-turn on Europe — for the second time. 
Just what credence such an about-turn 
would have remains to be seen. 

Quite apart from the purely expedient 
consideration of vote-catching, however, 
there are other factors that influence Labour 
policy. It should never be forgotten that 
the European Common Market is only one 
of the current forms of internationalism 
being promoted. The internationalist camp 
is united in its ultimate aim — world govern- 
ment. But it is divided with regard to the 
stages by which that aim should be pursued. 
One internationalist faction stands’ for 
Federal Union (the integration of Britain 
within the United States on the basis of the 
English language relationship and common 
‘liberal’ institutions). The Federal Union 
concept as such enjoyed its most powerful 
support during and just after the last war. 
It is still influential in a watered down form 
which omits its old title. Another faction 
sees the Commonwealth as being the best 
internationalist instrument, particularly as 
it affords the greatest scope for the imple- 
mentation of the multi-racial policies within 
Britain which are a vital part of the inter- 
nationalist programme. Needless to say, this 
faction emphasises the value of the Common- 
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wealth in the multi-racial context and not 
in the context of unity among peoples of 
British stock — which could be our greatest 
means of resistance to internationalism. The 
European idea has little appeal to this 
faction since it does not afford the same 
multi-racial potentialities. Yet a further 
faction sees the path to one wortd as lying 
in the creation of a single world free-trading 
area and is against the Common Market on 
account of its tariff barriers. Then there is 
the faction which is not satisfied that the 
Common Market will be sufficiently friendly 
towards the Soviet Bloc (although possibly 
the policies of Herr Brandt will alter this 
view). 

If one penetrates behind the verbiage 
and examines the real motives of most of 
the anti-Market lobby in Parliament, par- 
ticularly those supporting the farcical “Com- 
mon Market Safeguards Campaign’, one will 
find that the overwhelming sources of ob- 
jection are not nationalist but simply belong 
to other varieties of internationalism. All 
of the varieties mentioned, and perhaps 
some others as well, are present in the 
thinking of the Labour Party. 

Let us not therefore misunderstand 
what the Labour leaders are about, and let 
us not misunderstand the anti-Market agi- 
tation that comes from other quarters. 
Although at grass roots level it certainly 
represents a healthy nationalistic and pat- 
riotic instinct asserting itself, at the level 
of power politics it is no more than a family 
quarrel: a quarrel over what is the shortest 
and most practical route to one-world. 


Franco Capitulates 


Recent events in Spain have enabled us 
to see that ever present phenomenon, the 
world liberal conscience, on parade in all its 
bright colours once again. 

What had happened is that six men had 
been given death sentences, in three cases for 
participation in the murder of a police official 
and in three others for acts of terrorism 
against the ordinary population. To any un- 
biased observer there should be nothing re- 
markable or frightful about such a passage of 
justice. We had the death penalty for mur- 
der in this country up till quite recently and 
the majority of people believe that we should 
have it still. As for terrorism, it is entirely 
natural that a country with a fairly recent 
background of revolution and civil war should 
wish to impose the direst penalties for any- 
thing of this kind. 

For the liberal conscience, however, 
this was much too much. It has never for- 
given Franco for keeping Bolshevism out of 
Spain, neither can it forgive that country 
today for being one of the few places where 
progressivist, permissivist and internationalist 
ideology has not taken hold. Any measures 
which it might take to preserve order and 
national unity are bound to meet with liberal 
disapproval. 

More the pity that Franco, in his 
declining years, is so anxious to appease the 


world liberal conscience that he gave a re- 
prieve to the murderers. What has happened 
to this once virile patriot? Is it the onset of 
old age? Or is it simply the enormous 
economic pressures which the liberal con- 
science can apply against countries whose 
conscience treads different paths? 


Behind the Polish Riots 


Whilst most people’s instinctive re- 
action to the Polish riots of last month was 
one of sympathy with the rioters and re- 
pugnance towards the methods by which 
they were suppressed, we should nevertheless 
not be tempted/into accepting official press 
reports in ascertaining what actually hap- 
pened. 

Official reports, as always, take the 
childish view that the riots were spon- 
taneous, in this case sparked off by huge 
increases in food prices just before Christmas. 
But, as anyone who has devoted five minutes 
study to such matters will know, riots on 
such a scale as to result in 300 dead (those 
are the official figures; the real ones are 
probably much higher) do not just happen. 
They are planned and organised for a long 
time beforehand and the things that start 
them are invariably pretexts rather than 
causes. 

That this was the case with the recent 
riots in Poland is made all the more likely 
by the fact of the almost instantaneous dis- 
missal of Mr. Gomulka and the emergence 
of a new leader, who promptly reversed the 
food price policy. Such concessions to 
‘popular demand’ are not a characteristic 
of Communist regimes as we know them. 

The most likely explanation is that 
there has been going on in Poland, as in 
other Communist countries, an internal strug- 
gle for power — not, as many people would 
like to think, between Communists and 
forces of ‘national freedom — but simply 
between rival factions in the Communist 
camp, representing the personal ambitions 
of various individuals and perhaps backed 
by sinister international financial elements. 

If this is so it is probable that the riots 
in Gdansk, Gdynia and Szczecin were en- 
gineered by one such faction, and most 
likely the one that has now taken power. 
There is no doubt of course that the majority 
of those concerned at street level were 
ordinary workers campainging for just rights, 
but let us not imagine that they just downed 
tools in anger and went out a-rioting. In 
this world of sophisiticated political man- 
eouvre things do not happen like that. 
More deliberate forces are at work. Events 
yet to come may give some clue as to who 
they are. 


Contrast 


One interesting fact has arisen out of 
Archbishop Ramsey’s recent tour of South 
Africa. 

In this allegedly brutal police state 
where all freedom is suppressed His Grace the 


Archbishop was allowed to go from one end 
of the country to another speaking to 
audiences of both black and white and never 
losing an opportunity to attack the country 
of which he was a guest, its leadership, its 
social system, its moral values. 

Not only was no legal action taken 
against Dr. Ramsey, there was not even a 
single demonstration against him during the 
whole of his trip. 

Contrast this with the fate of numerous 
representatives of South Africa who come 
here, for instance that of Government minis- 
ter Mr. Swart at Cambridge not long ago. 
Hooligan demonstrations including obscene 
personal insults and the throwing of paint — 
despite the fact that Mr. Swart had on no 
occasion taken advantage of his presence 
here to criticise this country or anyone in it. 

Just which country today, Britain or 
South Africa, is the truer repository of 
civilised virtues? 


BBC Salutes 
Red Lie~monger 


Some may recall a programme on 
television a while ago which featured ex- 
cerpts from the films of Leni Riefenstahl, 
the German producer of the 1930s. During 
the playing of these excerpts the BBC 
narrator was at constant pains to reiterate 
that they represented Nazi propaganda — 
which to an extent was undoubtedly true. 

One was reminded of this recently 
when watching a TV feature about the life 
of Sergei Eisenstein, father of the Soviet 
cinema, which also included several ex- 
cerpts from his works. Eisenstein was 
probably the innovator, and certainly the 
most powerful exponent, of the use of the 
cinema for propaganda — in his case Com- 
munist propaganda. He went about this 
task in the most typical Communist way — 
without the slightest regard for truth and 
with the use of every sly trick and one-sided 
presentation of argument in order to glorify 
red revolution and red ideology. The 
excerpts shown, with their mockery of 
religion and civilised morals and_ their 
monster-like portrayal of Tsarist police and 
troops, were typical of this practice. 

Yet the entire tone of the BBC nar- 
rative was devoted to emphasis of Eisen- 
stein’s genius as an exponent of the film 
art, with barely a reference to his paramount 
role as propagandist for world revolution. 
One after another acquaintance, including 
a generous quota of red Soviet colleagues, 
came forward to testify to Eisenstein’s 
greatness, yet no-one was produced to either 
affirm the propaganda element in his films 
Or expose the succession of lies that ran 
through them. 

If the BBC is anxious to disprove the 
growing accusation that it is biased towards 
the Left, one can only comment that this 
programme did nothing to help it in that 
respect. 
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The tendency to dismiss British Com- 
munism as a joke, an irrelevancy or a fantasy 
of right-wing extremists has never been 
stronger than it is today. If numbers or 
electoral appeal were all that mattered, the 
doubters would be right. The membership 
is less than 30,000 . There are no 
Communists, labelled as such, in the House 
of Commons. At the last Greater London 
Council elections, all Communist Party can- 
didates polled fewer votes than in 1967. 

But to draw facile inferences from this 
dismal evidence would be misleading. Com- 
munism is stronger than the Communist 
Party ... many, probably most, of those who 
have left the Party since 1956 have not 
thereby ceased to be communists . . . Many 
have become militant members of one or 
other of the Trotskyist organisations, or 
helped to create new ones. Others have 
become Maoists, or retired into philosophical 
contemplation, attacking our system and way 
of life in books and journalism. 

Article: IS THIS BRITAIN’S NEW ENEMY? 
Daily Telegraph Magazine 


The World Council of Churches is 
communistically selective in its solicitude. 
It directs its activities against alleged White 
racism, but is completely colour-blind when 
it comes to Black and Yellow racism. It 
raises no money whatever for the struggle 
against Communism. Instead, in the name of 
Christian Gospel, it espouses the cause of 
Communist-inspired murderers, _ rapists, 
bomb-throwers and panga-wielders. 

Letter: South African Observer, 
Pretoria, S.A. 


Birth control to slow down over- 
population is being promoted by liberal 
groups throughout the world. Unfortunately, 
it is only being followed by White peoples 
who stand far behind Blacks and Asiatics in 
overall numbers. The fact of the case is that 
there are far too few White people in the 
world and way too many non-Whites. 

The Thunderbolt 
Savannah, Georgia, U.S.A. 


The truth of the matter is that the 
‘leaders’, so-called, are not leaders at all. 
They are simply the nominees of the real 
rulers, the power-wielders of money who 
play the parliamentary machine as a musician 
plays a pedal-organ. They know how to 
manipulate all the stops and, through their 
ownership and command of the mass media 
of public communication, they supply the 
wind and finger all the keys. 

The so-called leaders are chosen pre- 
cisely because they are boneless, spineless, 
pliant, devoid of character and integrity — 
ideal instruments of a power that prefers to 
remain invisible. 

Such leaders are powerless to deal with 
leftist revolutionaries for the simple reason 
that both draw whatever power they have 
from the same sources, and obey the same 
dynamic. Both, as Spengler put it, represent 
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“an alliance of money and intellect” against 
genuine political insti.’ Together they 
stand opposed to genuine local self- 
determination; both hate and fear patriotism 
as a political force, knowing as they do that 
the first duty of genuine leaders is to set up 
and maintain an authority superior to 
economics. 
Behind the News 
Durban, S.A. 


One piece of legislation which is long 
overdue, but which the Heath-Barber partner- 
ship is unlikely to find the courage to enact, 
is a law enabling criminal charges, carrying 
stiff prison sentences, to be brought against 
those agitators who seek to promote indus- 
trial strife for political ends. This is a form 
of high treason which seems never to be 
recognised, far less punished. A further 
matter calling for investigation is the pos- 
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sibility that industrial sabotage, brought to 
a high state of development in the United 
States, is sometimes accompanied by indus- 
trial sabotage, practised by the same agencies 
against foreign rivals. The hell created in the 
British motor industry must have been worth 
millions of pounds to Transatlantic and other 
competitors. As for the Concorde, could not 
some of the agitation against this superb 
aircraft be traced to interested parties over- 
seas? 
Candour, 
London, E.C.4 


The United Nations’ 25 years history 
has, it seems, been marked with no greater 
distinction than that of its shorter-lived pre- 
decessor, the League of Nations. Its lack of 
effective sanction has already been noted but 
more startling is its apparent readiness. to 
breach its own charter in the pursuit of inter- 
national ideology. Perhaps this is more 
readily explicable when we consider that of 
three Secretaries-General all have been 
dedicated Socialists: Trygve-Lie, the Nor- 
wegian Socialist, Dag Hammarskjold, the 
Swedish Socialist, and U Thant, the Burmese 
Socialist. 

Bastion 
St. Marylebone Y.C. Journal 


In every industry today in this country 
look for trouble spots and you find Com- 
munists. Scratch away at the Red labels and 
you unearth a militant. A mole. 

Every so often industry makes it easier 
for them to burrow away. Low wages. Poor 


working conditions. And too often, bad 
lines of communication between manage- 
ment and workers. 

But always to the militants, the revo- 
lutionaries, the wreckers who always stay 
within the law, these grievances are a bonus, 
something to exploit rather than right, a 
means to an end. 

And that end is power. 

Article: THE WRECKERS 
Daily Express 


The Prime Minister’s recent appoint- 
ment of Labour peer, Lord Rothschild, as 
head of the new central policy review staff 
in the Cabinet Office on top of the earlier 
appointment of a_ Socialist-trained tax- 
adviser is making people ask the question: 
what is going on in this so-called Conservative 
Government? 

. . . He has never been very active in 
politics at all. .. yet he suddenly blazes into 
view to head a very important political post. 
He is a Socialist and a Labour supporter, yet 
is appointed by a non-Socialist, perhaps even 
anti-Socialist, Prime Minister. Just what is 
goingon? ... Could it be that the real reason 
is for him to be the link between the Roths- 
child banking interests and the British 
Government? 

On Target 
Ashtead, Surrey 


The world over which UNO presides has 
its share of dictatorships. But who dictates 
to the dictators of UNO? ‘What really 
matters,” says The Scotsman, “is what hap- 
pens in the corridors.” We may distinguish 
between platform and corridor governments, 
between our visible and invisible rulers. To 
dispel the darkness that surrounds the latter, 
we have to establish a working relationship 
with the former. To “leave it to the 
politicians” is to leave them, and us, at the 
mercy of those “corridor” influences which 
control world finance and global blackmail. 

Freedoin 
Aberfeldy, Scotland 


When Enoch Powell gives a warning of 
serious trouble, including bloodshed, if the 
growth of the immigrant population is not 
somehow checked, he is accused of irres- 
ponsibility and worse. We are told his 
prophecies are self-fulfilling. Prophesy 
bloodshed, and bloodshed will inevitably 
follow. 

But when the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury made precisely the same prophecy about 
South Africa, no one accused him of irres- 
ponsibility or worse. Rather he was praised 
for his wise statesmanship and compassionate 
humanity. 

Why the difference? If a warning is 
inflammatory in the one country why isn’t 
it inflammatory in the other? 

Peter Simple 
Daily Telegraph 
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REVOLUTION has been defined as “an 


accelerated radical social change”. 

Ever since the French Revolution of 
1789 the word ‘revolution’ has been as- 
sociated almost exclusively with the Left. 
Communists and Anarchists have been pre- 
sumed to be the only people wanting to 
bring about radical change in the political 
and social system. The Right has generally 
been regarded as being the upholder of the 
established order, and while various Conser- 
vative parties have maintained their mono- 
poly of the Right this has been true. 

It is on this rock of support for the 
established order, or at any rate of being 
thought of by the masses as such, that all 
the far right movements in the past in this 
country have foundered. There must be a 
break-away from the old image of being, like 
the Monday Club, merely a ginger group of 
the Conservative Party. It must be em- 
phasised that the political aims of the 
Radical Right are just as revolutionary as 
the forces of the Left, and that its leaders 
are not retired members of the so-called 
‘bourgeoisie’ but very largely young people 
including some workers and students. 

It must be pointed out that we 
thoroughly agree with the Communist/ 
Anarchist view that the system ruling us at 
present is outdated, that an establishment, 
whether of the Left or Right, whose only 
object in government is its own survival in 
power — secured by serving the interests 
of international finance and the powerful 
liberal clique before the interests of our own 
people — should be overthrown, albeit by 
legal means. 

But we must also point out that our 
revolution, the revolution of the silent 
majority, does not intend to overthrow the 
basic moral standards and social laws that 
are the foundation of Western and Christian 
civilisation. That leads to anarchy and 
ultimately to totalitarian Communism, as the 
promoters of these movements well know. 


YOUTH 


No new political movement can suc- 
ceed without the support of youth, and the 
mood of youth today is revolutionary — even 
though many do not understand what is 
meant by the term. Therefore propaganda 
at college and university level must em- 
phasise the more radical and revolutionary 
aspects of any right-wing political pro- 
gramme. 

Youth, even more than its elders, 
recognises that we live in a greedy society — 
a State of affairs encouraged by both left- 
wing and Conservative establishments for 
their own ends. All offer a bribe to the 
electorate: on the one hand, increased social 
benefits and unrestricted wage rises; on the 
other, less taxes. Even the latest pseudo- 
right-wing red herring created by the estab- 
lishment, the Democrats of Desmond 
Donelly, are adopting this line of approach. 

Most important, we must make clear 
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Revolutionary 
Radical Right 


our unshakable determination to replace the 
rule of the establishment, whether of the 
financial or industrial moguls or the Socialist 
and Liberal trade unionists and intellectuals, 
with that of an independent Nationalist 
government directly involving the mass of 
the people in government and inviting its 
views — not through some well disciplined 
party hack at Westminster who frequently 
represents outside interests rather than those 
of his constituents, but by means of 
referenda on major issues. 


PRESERVATION 


Preservation of the environment with- 
out fear or favour, social justice, worker- 
consumer participation in the management 
of industry (although not the workers’ 
control advocated by the Communists) — 
these are all matters on which the young 
feel strongly. In their minds these issues 
take precedence over important principles 
such as race and immigration and even the 
economy. Although all the latter are of 


THANK YOU 


It has been impossible to reply individ- 
ually to all the Christmas cards received 
by us last month. We hope that those who 
have so kindly sent them will accept this 
note of thanks. 


PRICE AND SIZE 
INCREASE 


Shortly, and in all likelihood beginning 
with the next issue, it will be necessary 
to increase the price of Spearhead. 

Our journal has maintained its price 
of ls. for 6 years, during which time it 
has increased its size while costs of printing, 
paper, etc. have risen steeply. We now 
find that we can no longer remain viable 
at the price of Is. 

We have been faced with the choice 
of increasing our price to 1/3d. while re- 
maining at our present size or going up 
to 1/6d. and giving our readers an extra 
4 pages. Having tested opinions among 
some of our readers and bearing in mind 
the future requirements of decimalisation, 
we have decided to price our magazine 
at 1/6d. and increase its size to 20 pages. 

We are working out a scheme which 
will give considerable discounts to those 
purchasing large quantities, the details of 
which will be published shortly. 


Role of the 


prime importance to national survival and 
we must see that they learn of them from 
a Nationalist point of view, before this can 
be done there must be some common 
ground on which to stir their interest. 

In other words, we must project our 
political image as social Nationalists! 

Finally, we must emphasise that a 
British nation, having put its own house in 
order, intends to carry out its own con- 
ception of world revolution — a revolution 
based not on class, like that of the Com- 
munists, but on race. A revolution using, 
not internal subversion and mass murder 
to gain its ends, but the administrative, 
economic and technological superiority of 
of the White European to ensure a more 
secure and better ordered life for the masses 
of what is loosely known as the ‘Third 
World’ — not from any sense of guilt to 
salve our consciences as ex-colonialists, as 
the liberals proclaim, but because the race 
most endowed in those qualities which are 
paramount in modern times is best fitted to 
order the world’s affairs. 


RESIGNATION 


Peter McMenemie, design editor and 
writer of our column Front Facts, has 
resigned from the staff of Spearhead, the 
grounds given being the support of the 
Editor for a motion of confidence in Mr. 
A. K. Chesterton as leader of the National 
Front. 

Our thanks are due to him for his 
work undertaken on our behalf over the 
past year and a quarter. 

Henceforth Front Facts will be re- 
placed by a new column Pick of the Month, 
which will feature a selection of quotations 
from the columns of other publications. 


REMEMBER SUBS 


National Front HQ have asked us to 
remind all members that subscriptions are 
due for renewal this month. Please make the 
work of the office easier by sending in your 
money promptly. 


For Branch, Home or Office. 
Rubber stamps. 

Carbon paper. 

Typewriter repairs/Maintenance. 
All office supplies. 

Box AM1, 92 Fleet Street, E.C.4. 
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BY NOW most of our readers will know of 
the resignation from the National Front of 
its leader, Mr. A. K. Chesterton. To just a 
few this event will no doubt be cause for 
elation. To the majority it will almost 
certainly be a matter of great regret. To me, 
as a close colleague of A.K. for the last 
three years and as a friend for many years 
before that, it is a painful blow indeed, 
although, I might add, not a surprising 
one. 

At 71, and in irregular health, A. K. 
Chesterton had expressed his intention of 
vacating the post of NF National Director 
in the very near future, with the one delaying 
factor being the problem of succession that 
would arise out of his departure. Specifically 
to avoid this problem arising too soon, and 
certainly not for any personal ends, A.K. 
had agreed to remain at his post for a short 
while longer. It was the hope of nearly all 
of us that when he did resign as National 
Director he would continue to work in 
close collaboration with the NF with his 
journal Candour, be available as a source of 
advice and as a provider of useful contacts 
and in every way give the movement the 
benefit of his vast experience whilst not 
being weighed down by the daily burdens 
of office. : 

As things have turned out his resig- 
nation has come prematurely. 

The events of A.K.’s departure leave 
me reflecting back over the period that | 
have known him since we first met in 1956. 
Over that period I have heard several people 
deride him, most of them who in intellect 
and character scarcely rise above the level 
of his boots. It seems to be that in the 
realm of politics, more even than in any 
other realm of life, powerful minds suffer 
the inevitable fate of having mobilised the 
massed ranks of mediocrity against them, 
and A. K. Chesterton has certainly been 
no exception. 

I first heard of his name when as a 
youngster not long out of the Army I was 
starting to grope my way in the political 
fog, sensing instinctively that there were 
forces afoot that were wilfully destroying 
Britain but not really knowing what they 
were or how to deal with them. Having 
obtained no enlightenment whatever from 
the ‘orthodox’ organs of political opinion, 
I came across Candour and shortly after- 
wards met A.K. There began a friendship 
which has survived numerous clashes and was 
never stronger than when we last saw each 
other last September. 


SUPREME 


I can say without hesitation that what 
understanding I may have been able to 
acquire of political affairs today I owe much 
more to A.K. than to any other single 
person. A great many more are equally in 
his debt in this respect, whether they care 
to admit it or not. As a contributor to 
nationalist thought in Britain in the post- 
war period he stands supreme. Whilst 
others have excelled in specialised fields, 
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ALK. GHESTERTON— 


AN APPRECIATION — 


such as race or finance, he has covered the 
whole spectrum with an insight that events 
have proved correct time and time again. 

But the quality of A.K. has not only 
been one of intellect. As a campaigner for 
nationalism he has stayed the course un- 
swervingly over many years whilst countless 
others have dropped out having found the 
going too hard. In fact since the 1930s he 


A.K. CHESTERTON 


has been ceaselessly at work, sacrificing 
many lucrative opportunities in professional 
journalism which have passed on to men of 
lesser talent but greater willingness to sell 
their principles. 

In addition to his main vehicle for 
expression, Candour, A.K. has written a 
number of books on political topics, the 
most recent and best known of which is 
The New Unhappy Lords, a brilliant des- 
cription of the causes of world unrest today 
which has earned the highest praise from 
the most distinguished critics in many 
countries. 

The principal theme in the political 
thought of A. K. Chesterton has been his 
belief that most of the major tendencies 
in world affairs today are the product of 
international conspiracy — not, as some are 
apt to surmise, a single conspiracy with a 
single set of conspirators directing it, but a 
network of conspiracies working, as he says 
in The New Unhappy Lords, “sometimes in 
one combination, sometimes in another, and 


_.. like the rest of humanity . . . often rent 
by internal dissension and by rival bids 
for power”. 


It is my belief that only by first under- 


standing the conspiratorial element in mod- 
ern history can one make sense of the many 
horrific phenomena of our times. Merely 
to say that Communism is conspiratorial is 
inadequate. Communism represents but 
one of a number of forces subverting civilis- 
ation and itself can only be understood in 
the context of the deeper subterranean 
powers that gave birth to it. No struggle 
against the manifest evils of today has a 
chance unless those who wage it are armed 
with a knowledge of the less manifest in- 
fluences that have produced them and why. 

For the extent that we are able to 
understand these influences and thereby 
struggle effectively against such evils we of 
the post-war generation of British nationalists 
owe a debt to A. K. Chesterton that is 
greater than to any other thinker and 
analyst. This understanding has provided the 
National Front with a scientific case against 
its opponents which is utterly irrefutable 
once it is presented. 


DEDICATION 


This apart, the life of A. K. Chesterton 
has been, and is, a model to all those who 
might follow him in single-minded dedication 
to a cause. Just as our enemies have only 
risen to their present position through the 
service of professional revolutionaries to 
whom all else in life is subordinate to their 
central purpose, so can we only defeat them 
by a similar sense of revolutionary commit- 
ment. Our lives have to be given to the 
cause of nationalism. We cannot, at least 
those of us in the van, afford to be part- 
timers, engaging in a little bit of political 
work as an amusing diversion from the prior 
task of having never had it so good. Our 
commitment must be total, and unless it is 
we cannot ask others to commit themselves 
totally. A.K. Chesterton’s commitment has 
always been total. 

Such men of course naturally dis- 
appoint those who, because of their qualities, 
expect them to be paragons of perfection 
and then discover that in fact they have 
human failings like other mortals. Not even 
the most loyal friends of A.K. would suggest 
that he does not have failings. He has never 
easily been a sufferer either of fools in- 
carnate or of the occasional foolery of 
sensible people. A big man in the big things, 
he has been known to be difficult in some 
of the smaller things. And, like every other 
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IF there is one clause of National Front 
policy that strikes a responsive chord in 
the vast majority of our members, it is 
our profound belief that British land, homes, 
schools and jobs are the rightful inheritance 
of British stock. And why should it not 
be thus? Surely in expressing this profound 
conviction, we are fulfilling the rightful 
instinct of any nation and ethnic group 
in favour of its own self-preservation. 

It may be worth remembering that 
a Commonwealth policy statement concer- 
ning the racial composition of its member 
countries was set out at the 1918 Imperial 
Conference, stating categorically that each 
member of the Commonwealth had the right 
to determine the composition of its own 
population. This principle was set out at 
the request of the Indians, who were op- 
posed to the free entry into their country 
of Chinese people. It is also worth re- 
membering that no British government has 
ever had a mandate to change this policy, 
and that the individual members of the 
Commonwealth continue to assert and prac- 
tice it; the latest in a long line of such 
restatements of policy came recently from 
Kenya, whose African population has put 
such pressure on their citizens of Asiatic 
origin, that the latter are attempting in their 
thousands to swell the alien tide which 
already causes the very bricks and mortar 
of our sorely-pressed cities: to groan in 
protest. 

There is only one member of the 
Commonwealth that does not continue to 
assert and practice the 1918 population- 
composition principle outlined above; 
Britain herself. Surely what was applicable 
to India in 1918 is no less applicable to 
Britain in 1970? 

The British Nationality Act of 1948, 
while it did not repeal the declaration of 
1918, subjected Britain, and Britain alone 
in all the Commonwealth, to an exemptive 
classification in this matter by creating a 
new ‘Commonwealth Citizen’ category 
equated with ‘British Subject’ — a patent 
absurdity and one of the greatest planning 
blunders in history, since it gave theoretical 
right of entry to these already overcrowded 
islands to no less than one quarter of the 
entire world population. 


WHAT IS REQUIRED 


What is required — and what we as 
a party demand — is a restoration of the 
citizenship situation that existed prior to 
1948, in other words, the repeal of the 
1948 British Nationality Act in its entirety. 
We shall then be in a position legally to 
implement re-emigration of alien people. 
reducing the heavy pressure of numbers now 
threatening the preservation of our environ- 
ment. 

Can this be done? We can only 
answer: “It must be done”. For: it is a 
guiding principle and an expression of the 
soul of our party, that the territory and 


MY JOHN O'BRIEN 


Practical 


Considerations 
of Repatriation 


soil of Britain, defended against all comers 
for centuries by the blood of our ancestors 
and by that of our contemporaries, and 
moistened by the sweat from the brows 
of the many generations of our people 
who have laboured to improve it, is by that 
blood and by that sweat made sacred, and 
is not for sale or barter to aliens, of what- 
ever race or creed. 

Let us then examine what practical 
and humane measures avail themselves to a 
British government — need I add that it 
would have to be a National Front govern- 
ment — with the guts to put them into 
practice. 

It is immediately clear that we cannot 
simply push surplus aliens into the sea, nor, 
in equity, should we seek to return them to 
the identical condition of poverty and lack 
of opportunity whence they came. We 
cannot do these things because we are a 
Christian country and because a National 
Front government would be a responsible 
government. 

There are a number of decisions and 
Acts that would be proposed as a matter 
of urgency. 

1. The repeal of the 1948 British 

Nationality Act as already stated. 
2. Immediate legislation to stop all 
further entry of aliens except as 
tourists, bona-fide short-term visitors on 
business or for short-term study. No further 
entry for dependents, fiances, and other 
relations of those already here. 

3. Immediate repeal of the Race Re- 

lations Acts. 

4. The setting up of a‘new and very 

active Ministry of Repatriation, 
among the terms of reference of which 
would be the urgent promotion of develop- 
ment schemes in various parts of the world, 
to which aliens originating from those re- 
gions would be directed and resettled. The 
present Ministry of Overseas Development 
would be restyled and reprogrammed to this 
end, and instructed to contact, through our 
various High Commissions in the overseas 
territories, the governments to be concerned. 
All funds at present voted for overseas aid 
and development would be diverted to the 
new Ministry and used to finance specific 
development schemes in the reception areas, 
in collaboration with the appropriate govern- 
ments: 

There are many projects which would 
qualify for immediate aid from the new 


Ministry of Repatriation and Overseas 
Development. One such is the Guyanese 
Development Project, which the Guyanese 
Prime Minister, Forbes Burnham, is very 
keen to see launched. He has been over to 
Britain more than once, seeking backing for 
the industrial development of his country’s 
mineral resources. 


GUYANA 


Guyana — the size of Britain — is 
situated on the South American mainland, 
only a short distance from the sun-drenched 
islands of the West Indies. It has a popu- 
lation density of only 10 per square mile, 
compared with 908 per square mile in 
England. At present, Bauxite is mined there, 
and is then taken thousands of miles by sea 
to Canada to be smelted into Aluminium, 
because Guyana has no Aluminium smelting 
plant. This is typical of the exploitation 
which emergent nations undergo, because 
they are regarded as primary producers 
only. The industrialisation of such lands, 
the provision of jobs and the raising of the 
living standards of their peoples, would be a 
primary concern of the new Ministry. 

Guyana — which its Spanish discov- 
erers called “el Dorado” — the gilded land — 
contains highly commercial quantities of 
diamonds, nickel, copper, zinc and molyb- 
denum, in addition to bauxite. There are 
also ample suitable locations for large-scale 
hydro-electric power stations without which 
there would be no power to extract and 
exploit this mineral wealth. 

Here is just one of several sclemes 
which have been brought to my notice — 
a scheme which could make possible a great 
and beneficial redistribution of the world’s 
population. Surely this is a more worthy 
challenge to the questing ingenuity of man 
than is any trip to the moon. 

If we are to rid our country of the 
dangers inherent in our present overpopu- 
lation by alien peoples, we must support 
schemes of this type and magnitude. It is 
no use wishing our problems away, or 
forcing them away. We must organise them 
away. And if, as I sincerely believe, the 
national ethos and soul of Britain is still 
potentially as stout in the twentieth century 
as it was in the nineteenth, the job will be 
done. 

And we in the National Front will do 
it: 
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WHILE it is certainly true that sections of the Australian primary producers are seriously 
concerned about the proposal that the United Kingdom should join the European Economic 
Community, and that British entry would have a serious impact upon the Australian 
economy, there are many thinking Australians who look beyond the economic to the more 
far-reaching aspects of the issue. They ponder on what their future may be in an increasingly 
troubled world if the founding member of the British family of nations turns its back ona 
thousand years of history and surrenders its sovereignty to the European Economic Com- 


munity. 


Clearly the Common Market issue is a watershed in the history of the British 


peoples, and how this issue is resolved may well decide the very future of Civilisation now 


struggling for survival. 

It is an appropriate time to remember 
that the development of the British Crown 
Commonwealth was a unique contribution 
to the development of Civilisation. The 
historians are generally agreed that all pre- 
vious Civilisations have collapsed through an 
excessive centralisation of power. The 
corrupting influence of centralised power is 
inevitable always. Following the loss of the 
American colonies primarily through an 
insistence upon excessive centralised control, 
British policy subsequently fostered the 
concept of decentralised self-government for 
all British colonies. The British concept of 
decentralised power produced a real unity, 
a unity of diversity. This British con- 
tribution to the development of Civilisation 
was successful because it reflected reality. 
It was a major stabilizing influence in 
world affairs for a long time. That influence 
can be exerted again today, but only by a 
revival of the concept of a group of 
sovereign, independent nations, held to- 
gether by a common tradition and common 
institutions, and associating for their mutual 
advantage. 


DANGEROUS IDEA 


One of the most dangerous ideas con- 
cerning the development of the European 
Economic Community, is that it will provide 
another Big Power in order to offset the 
threat of the present two Big Powers, the 
United States and the Soviet Union. This is 
not the place to examine the question of 
whether in fact there is as much real conflict 
between Washington and Moscow as is 
generally believed. But one thing is certain: 
Washington and Moscow have on many 
occasions pursued a common type of policy 
to the serious detriment of the British 
Crown Commonwealth. Both worked for 
the destruction of the old British Empire. 
Regarded purely as social organisations, both 
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obtained in this way. It is the British family 
of nations which must provide the leadership 
away from the disaster course on which 
mankind is being pushed by the power 
centralisers. An independent United King- 
dom is necessary to provide this leadership. 
Although the United Kingdom has 
during and since the Second World War 
demonstrated that British farmers are capable 
of supplying a much greater percentage of 
the nation’s total food requirements than 
was previously thought possible, large quan- 
tities of food are still imported from Aus- 
tralia, New Zealand and, to a lesser extent, 
from Canada. Whole industries and a social 
structure were developed in Australia be- 
cuase the guarantee of the British market. 
One of the most unique developments in 
Australian history was that of the sugar 
industry in the northern State of Queens- 
land. It was here that Australian pioneers 
demonstrated that the European could 
develop such an industry in the tropics 
without importing non-European labour, as 
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BRITAIN’S NATURAL PARTNER 
Australia’s fabulous wealth, plus her ties of kinship with Britain, 
underline the madness of our embroilment in Europe. 


the Soviet Union and the United States are 


hardly worthy of serious emulation. The 
Soviet Union is a Police State while the 
increasing friction inside the United States 
threatens its very future. It can be predicted 
with certainty that the creation of a highly 
centralised United States of Europe must 
produce increasing internal friction. The 
world does not require more _highly- 
centralised units; it wants effective decen- 
tralisation, a demonstration that social 
stability and real strength can only be 


was the case in other parts of the world in 
the growing of sugar. Sugar is Australia’s 
major tropical industry and will suffer a 
debacle if the British market is lost. One 
might ask in passing how many have con- 
sidered what will happen in Mauritius and 
Fiji, both islands heavily dependent upon 
their sugar industries, if these lose access to 
to the British market. The hard-nosed men 
in Moscow can perhaps provide the answer. 
They are always willing to provide help to 
those in trouble — but on terms! 
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It is true that the pattern of Australian- 
United Kingdom trading has changed in the 
post Second World War years, but the 
United Kingdom is still Australia’s best 
customer for butter, canned fruits, sugar, 
barley and fresh fruit. The United Kingdom 
is still Australia’s second best customer for 
dried fruits, cheese and wool. Those who 
cynically state that there is no sentiment 
in business might reflect on what would 
have been the plight of the world if Aus- 
tralians and other members of the British 
nations had taken such a completely 
materialistic view in the two World Wars. 
It should be recorded that in the main the 
Australian dried fruits industry was 
developed by soldier-settlers, men who felt 
that trade was not the only thing in life. 
Several irrigation areas, Mildura and Shep- 
parton in particular, would suffer a devas- 
tating blow if the United Kingdom joined 
the Common Market. Last year (1969) 
about 75 per cent of Australia’s butter 
exports were bought by the United King- 
dom, and about 80 per cent of this came 
from the State of Victoria. It is not sur- 
prising that Australia’s Country Party leader, 
Mr. John McEwen, a returned serviceman 
from the First World War, has pleaded with 
the British Government to gain some relief, 
at least for a period, for Australian primary 
producers if entry is gained to the Common 
Market. But the real masters of the so-called 
negotiations, the E.E.C. bureaucrats in 
Brussels, have made it clear that no con- 
cessions will be made to assist the Aus- 
tralians. 


REPERCUSSIONS 
One of the inevitable repercussions of 


the British campaign to join the Common. 


Market is that Australia has felt it necessary 
to start developing closer economic links 
with Japan, Red China and now, the Soviet 
Union. British manufacturers should know 
that there is one school of thought in 
Australia which suggests that if the United 
Kingdom joins the Common Market, Aus- 
tralia should offer Japan British preferential 
tariff duties in exchange for preferential 
entry into Japan for our rural products. 
There is at present a rising standard of living 
in Japan, and the British policy of joining 
the Common Market irrespective of what 
happens in British Commonwealth countries 
will provide a marked impetus to the pro- 
posal to forget the United Kingdom and 
concentrate upon closer economic ties with 
Japan, Red China and the Soviet Union. 
Perhaps the most distressing aspect of all 
this is the fact that Australians and New 
Zealanders, like the Rhodesians and South 
Africans, are losing more and more respect 
for the policy makers in the United King- 
dom. It was a Conservative Government 
which set the Common Market move in 
motion, but the spokesmen for that govern- 
ment insisted time and time again that they 
would never agree to anything which would 


wants to buy. 
opinion. 

RHODESIA: The proportion who think that 
we should start new talks now with Ian Smith 
has dropped since August 1967, when it 
stood at 72 per-cent but it still stands at a 
clear majority of 60 per-cent. Even among 


1. 
2. Talk to lan Smith 
a 


Labour supporters the figure is 51 per-cent! 


Probably the drop is mainly due to (a) 
lan Smith’s declaration of a republic, and (b) 


damage the British Commonwealth Nations. 
It was Duncan Sandys who is best remem- 
bered for stating with his hand over his 
heart that he promised New Zealand for 
example would never be sacrificed in order 
to obtain British entry into the European 
Economic Community. The present British 
Government now Dlatantly turns its back 
on all previous promises. This undermining 
of mutual respect between members of the 
British family is one of the greatest tragedies 
of this tragic century. 

Nothing would do more to restore 
Australian respect for their British kith and 
kin than a complete rejection of the Com- 
mon Market and all it stands for. This 
rejection could be the starting point of the 
development of a determined move to revive 
the British Crown Commonwealth, to bring 
members of this family together through 
positive financial, trading, economic and 
defence policies which would enable them 
to use their world-wide influence to bring 
a new sanity into international affairs. Any- 
one who doubts that Australian sentiment 
is still pro-British should recall the tremen- 
dous success of the 1970 Australian Royal 
tour. What happens to the common in- 
stitution of the British family, the Crown, if 
the United Kingdom joins the Common 
Market? 


Asked if 


19 per-cent said 


The vocal majority say 
Sell arms to South Africa 


Sunday Times 


Don’t join Common Market 


POLLS BEAR US OUT 


Yet another public opinion poll has 
éstablished that Spearhead represents the 
majority view on major issues. This time it is 
a poll conducted by no less an organ of inter- 
nationalist liberalism than the Sunday Times. 
These are the findings of the poll: 
ARMS TO SOUTH AFRICA: 
Britain should sell arms to South Africa, a 
minority of 42 per-cent said No. 27 per-cent 
said that we should sell ships and. other 
weapons which could not be used against 
Africans in South Africa. 
that we should sell South Africa any arms it 
12 per-cent expressed no 


the tact that many people support Rhodesia 
but think that talks would be useless in view 
of UK attitudes. 

COMMON MARKET: The survey shows that 
a very heavy majority is now against going in. 
This amounts to 64 per-cent, while those in 
favour count for only 29 per-cent (there 
being 7 per-cent don’t knows). The poll also 
says that it is the opponents of entry who are 
most fervent. 40 per-cent declare themselves 
“very strongly” opposed. Those very strongly 
in favour amount to only 7 per-cent. 

Thank you, Sunday Times! 


A.K. Chesterton — 
An Appreciation 
(Contd. from Page 6) 


leader, he is capable sometimes of making 
wrong decisions. 

But what some people have neglected 
to do is to measure the faults of such a man 
beside his positive virtues. There are many 
people on the political horizon whose faults 
may appear smaller for the very good reason 
that they themselves are so much smaller. It 
is all a matter of proportion. 

The campaign to oust A. K. Chesterton 
from the leadership of the National Front 
was conducted seemingly without amoment’s 
thought for what was to follow him, or, if 
there was thought, it was based on the most 
naive and shallow speculations. In fact his 
departure leaves a gap which for some time 
is going to be extremely hard to fill. 

If A. K. Chesterton does not reoccupy 
his former post, I hope very much that the 
next best arrangement will be possible — that 
he will continue his work in close harness 
with the National Front and assist us in 
every possible way to navigate the difficult 
seas that lie ahead of us. Present progress 
shows that the future of our movement is 
enormously bright. We must not on any 
account jeopardise this future by faulty 
direction. 

Let us hope that these events have 
provided a lesson for all concerned, and 
that we will be wiser men for them having 
occurred. And let us hope — for certainly 
I hope — that A. -K. Chesterton’s break with 
us is not absolute. He still has an enormous 
amount to give to the British cause. We 
would be mad if we rejected it. 
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THE VATICAN 
IN POLITICS © 


Martin Webster questions 
AVRO MANHATTAN 


A recent article about you in The New 
Statesman inferred that you are Anti-Catholic. 
Was that a fair statement of your position? 

“T am not-anti-Catholic in that I take 
issue with the Roman Catholic Church on 
any religious or doctrinal question. While I 
consider myself to be a religious man, I do 
not support any particular religious faith. I 
am considered to be anti-Catholic because I 
believe that the Vatican exerts a tremendous 
power in swaying political events, more than 
any other church. I feel it wrong for any 
Church to have such power. Many people 
are unaware of the considerable influence 
which the Church has in domestic and inter- 
national politics, and so I feel it is important 
that light be thrown on the subject.” 


How did you come to set about investigating 
the power of the Catholic Church? 

“In 1935 I had published my first book 
The Rumbling of the Apocalypse. It was a 
science fiction novel, but it had certain 
sociological overtones. H. G. Wells read the 
book and asked me to visit him. At that 
time I supported his left wing idealistic views, 
and so we struck up a friendship. In 1942 
he showed me the manuscript for his book 
Crux Ansata and asked me for my opinion 
of it. The work comprised an attack on the 
power structure of the Roman Catholic 
Church. I told him that I didn’t like it be- 
cause it was not documented. I felt that if 
an attack was being levelled on anybody or 
anything, documented facts would have to 
be produced to substantiate allegations. Wells’ 
book was unsubstantiated by any documen- 
tary evidence. My criticisms put ‘Wells intoa 
great rage and he'told me that it was im- 
possible to get documented facts about a 
body like the Vatican which operates with 
great subtlety. He challenged me to do 
better and to produce a documented work 
concerning the diplomatic and political power 
of the Vatican. I accepted his challenge and 
started my researches.” 


Were there other factors which promoted 
your interest in the Vatican? 

“Yes, there were two incidents which 
drew my attention to the influence which 
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the Vatican exerts in power politics. Firstly, 
in 1943, I was working on a book called 
Towards the New Italy. During my pre- 
parations for this book I invited a man called 
Storer, a, Roman Catholic, who had been 
Rome Correspondent for The Times for 20 
years leading up to the Second World War, 
to write a chapter for me. He did so, but 
then he asked for his manuscript to be with- 
drawn for on reading my manuscript he 
noticed a by-the-by criticism of the Church 
to the effect that the Vatican had given 
financial support to Mussolini. Storer did 
not dispute the fact of the matter, he simply 
said: “I do not wish my name to be associated 
with any book which criticises the Vatican”’. 
I thought that this was a disgraceful attitude 
for a journalist — who is supposed to report 
facts — to take. But he was convinced that 
his career would be harmed if he was 
associated with my book. 

“The second factor concerns a series of 
incidents. During the war I was attached to 
the Political Warfare department of the 
Ministry of Economic Warfare. Initially I 
simply wrote broadcasts on current events 
for people in the Axis occupied countries, 
and later I also wrote broadcasts of instruc- 
tions to Partisans. During the war the Press 
and the BBC constantly gave the impression 
that the Vatican adopted a completely neutral 
position as far as the war was concerned. But 
our department received reports from agents 
all over Europe who stated that the contrary 
was the case. We received reports of half 
yearly meetings of Bishops of the Church 
from all over Europe — particularly Germany 
— in which resolutions were passed which 
gave instructions to the clergy to support the 
Axis war effort. There were many cases in 
France where Partisans were betrayed by the 
local clergy. The Bishops would not have 
pronounced the way that they did had they 
known that their pronouncements would not 
meet with the approval of the Vatican — and 
the local clergy would not have behaved in 
the way that they did in so many cases, had 
they known that their Bishops would have 
disapproved. Priests in France were given 
particular encouragement because of the open 
hand-in-glove relationship which existed be- 
tween Marshall Petain and the Vatican. This 
situation made me realise what a tremendous 
influence the Vatican has over political 
events.” 


Avro Manhattan is ¥ 
one of the world’s fore- 


authorities on 


Roman Catholicism in 
politics. We publish this § 
interview with him, not 
because we necessarily @ 
support all his views but & 
because we believe that 
what he has to say is of 
considerable interest. ; 
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Why do you think the Church adopted this 
pro-Axis policy? 

“The Vatican wanted to smash world 

communism. It supported Nazi-ism in Ger- 


many and Fascism in Italy because it wanted 


to see a force strong enough to halt the ad- 
vance of Communism and ultimately destroy 
Soviet Russia as the symbol of World Com- 
munism. The Church was hostile to the 
Partisans in France and Italy because it be- 
came quite clear that the Partisans were in- 
tended to be the spearhead of Communist 
revolution in those countries. In retrospect 
I see that the general policy of the Vatican 
at that time was correct. But these retro- 
spective thoughts have only come into my 
mind after it became clear to me that Russia 
was a brutal Imperialist power intent not 
on liberating but on colonising Europe. 

“You must understand that when I was 
a young man, and under the influence of 
writers like George Bernard Shaw and H. G. 
Wells, who had become my friends, I sup- 
ported the left wing idea of the world to 
come. At that time it seemed to me that a 
better world could only come through left 
wing policies. My disillusionment came to 
me about eight or ten years after the Second 
World War when I saw many worthwhile 
things collapse and all my dreams of reform 
betrayed. (In 1944 H. G. Welles and I co- 
operated in producing a New Bill of Human 
Rights). 1 was shocked by the collapse of 
proper authority in the political, religious and 


‘moral fields, and by the growth of permissive- 
ness and intellectual anarchy. 


Therefore | 
came to realise that the left wing ideology 
in the light of reality, is nothing but a very 
dangerous illusion.” 


Does your present opinion that the Church 
was right and you were wrong as regards the 
Second World War alter your opinion con- 
cerning the political power which the Vatican 
wields? 

“No. The Vatican now is playing a very 
dangerous game. The Vatican is silently co- 
operating with Communism. The fundamen- 
tal tenet of Vatican policy throughout the 
centuries has been to ally itself with the 
mightiest powers of the tines in order to 
ensure her survival. In Eastern Europe the 
Church has 100,000,000 followers living 
under Communism. Therefore she has found 


Contd. on page 14 


ll 


THE group of young athletes pictured on 
this page should make a number of people 
think — for two good reasons. 

The group is of schoolchildren from 
the Aston district of Birmingham who 
recently became champions in an_all- 
Birmingham athletic competition. 

The presence of one white face 
among twenty-one will immediately strike 
people as ominously indicative of coloured 
penetration of that area of Britain, but 
it is not the whole explanation. 

Says Mr. Norman Hudson, a head- 
master and chairman of the Aston Dis- 
trict Primary Schools Athletics committee 
(standing on right of group): “There is 
no doubt that West Indian children make 
good athletes.” 

Mr. Hudson is of course right. An 
abnormally high proportion of coloured 
children are to be found among junior 
athletic champions in this country — just 
as an abnormally low proportion occur 
among those who achieve the highest aca- 
demic distinction. 

Yet we do not hear an avalanche 
of pseudo-scientific jargon advanced in ex- 
planation of white children’s inferior per- 
formance on the athletic field. We do 
not hear talk of “social deprivation”, 
“culture shock’, etc. There is no need 
for it and it would carry not the slightest 
weight if it were trotted out. 

The plain fact of the matter is that 
negro children, brought up in the same 
conditions, subject to the same environ- 
ment and fed on the same diet, achieve 
on the average higher athletic prowess than 
whites — for the very simple reason that 
they are made that way. There is some- 
thing in the genes, in the hereditary con- 
stitution of the negro that will always 
give hin the advantage in certain fields 
of physical competition over the white 
man. It has been proved in America, 
where the negroes supply most of the 
country’s leading athletes and boxers. It 
is being proved in Britain. Even when 
born and raised in the cold, damp climate 
of the English Midlands, negroes reproduce 
the same traits of athletic superiority. Most 
people accept this. 

Why then can we not accept that 
precisely the same unalterable genetic 
traits are responsible for the white child’s 
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traits 


superior academic performance — 
which climate and environment scarcely 


alter at all? Why do we not recognise 
that white always starts with a hereditary 
mental advantage over black just as black 
starts with a hereditary physical advantage 
(in certain respects) over white? . 
Why, in short, do we not recognise 
that some races are better at some things 
— just as other races are better at other 


things? 


Headmaster Hudson is not afraid to 
say — without any prior explanation — 
that coloured children make good athletes. 
But in all likelihood he would not dare 
to say that white children (in most cases) 
make good scholars. In the field of 
athletics he makes a commonsense obser- 
vation — on the simple basis of perfor- 
mance. Yet the great majority of members 
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of the teaching profession seem shy of 
accepting the same basis of performance 
to make the equally commonsense obser- 
vation about white pupils’ greater scholastic 
ability. If they make such an admission 
they’ will follow it up with a string of 
sociological excuses. 

The plain fact about the whole argu- 
ment regarding the historical development 
of mankind is that performance will out. 
Ability will assert itself by performance. 
Inability will manifest itself by lack of 
performance. When certain peoples per- 
form better than others in certain things, 
let us give them credit for it and let 
us acknowledge their higher attributes. 

As to the argument: which race is 
superior or is any race superior? — let 
us face the evident truth that certain races 
are superior in certain things. In many 
of the things to which the negro takes 
naturally and which he loves doing, such 
as various sports and his own particular 
brand of musical rhythm, he is superior. 
In the things to which the white man 
takes naturally — science and technology, 
invention, administration and statecraft, 
exploration, contemplative thought and, 
not least, the cultural forms that have 
developed among Europeans and which to 
Europeans represent the greatest expres- 
sions of cosmic beauty — he, the white 
man, is superior. 

That is the meaning of racialism and 
that is why sane and honest people should 
be quite willing to acknowledge themselves 
as racialists. 
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Dear Sir, 

I want to point out, for John Bean’s 
edification, certain facts in connection with 
the East African Asians with which I do 


not think he is acquainted. It has been 
alleged often enough in the soi disant ‘liberal’ 
Press that these people are the responsibility 
of the British Government, that it was 
responsible for their being in Kenya. 
Actually the British Government of the 
time, just after the Boer War, had as little 
to do with the emigration of ‘Indians’ to 
Kenya as John Bean had. The only people 
‘recruited’ were railway personnel, on two 
or three year contracts and return fares 
paid, by the Indian Government, for the 
construction of the railway line from Mom- 
bassa to Kilindini. Though some stayed on, 
and worked on the second section from 
Kilindini to Nairobi, the majority went 
back to India and were replaced by others 
on fresh contracts. I happen to be 
acquainted with the facts since an uncle of 
mine, then Asst. Chief Engineer of an Indian 
State Railway, was in charge of construction 
at the time. The ‘Indians’ now settled in 
Kenya came there of their own accord, first 
in a trickle and then in a flood, spreading 
to Uganda and Rhodesia. There are about 
30,000 in the latter state. 
Sandys, with some knowledge of African 
foibles, who foresaw the possibility of 
trouble arising when Kenya was about to 
be made independent by a fatuous Con- 
servative Government under Macmillan. But 
it is the F.O. that has the privilege of 
issuing passports, as suggested by Sandys, 
who. passed the buck to Douglas-Home, then 
Foreign Secretary. And here our splendid 
Civil Service steps in. Instead of immediately 
contacting the Indian and Pakistani Govern- 
ments, which had been independent for 
some 8 or 9 years, a much better idea 
occurred to them. They had huge stores 
of ‘U.K. and Colonies’ passports available 
which were now of no use. Why should 
they incur the further cost of new passports 
when these could easily serve? So though 
the Asians in question were certainly not 
British and no longer ‘colonials’ these were 
the passports issued which make the British 


page twelve 


Government ‘responsible’. Mind you I have 
had no access to the seci:t archives of the 
F.O., but if you can think of another reason 
for the crass stupidity of the F.O. in issuing 
invalid and inappropriate passports to these 
people, I would like to know what it is. 
In any event the Civil Service will be held 
blameless and nobody will be punished. 
The fellow responsible is in all probability 
one of those who infest “the City of 
dreadful Knights” of a vanished Empire. 

Yours sincerely, 

Major E. J. Halsted-Hanby, G.M. 
Ipplepen, S. Devon 
Dear Sir, 

At a conference on the social impact 
of biology an interesting remark was made. 

“What,” asked the French Nobel 
Laureate Professor Jacques Monod, “if some 
one discovered a foolproof method of finding 
out whether ‘different races had genetic 
differences in intelligence? If it was applied 
and differences were found, the results would 
inevitably be grossly misused. 

“Should the scientist bury his secret, or 
publish — as his morality says he must — but 
in an obscure journal, hoping that this would 
delay the news leaking out? He didn’t know 
himself; no-one knew, yet this was happening 
all the time.” 


Three questions occur to me: (1) In 
Professor Monod’s view, to what possible 
misuse could vital information of this sort be 
put? (2) Was this in fact a leak of something 
he knows has happened but which is being 
buried for political reasons? (3) Is the lack 
of publicised knowledge about this discovery 
being deliberately misused for political rea- 
sons — to perpetuate a dangerous lie? 

R. D. Molesworth, 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


Dear Sir, 

I was interested to read in Front 
Facts of your October issue of the distress 
of the delegates to the non-aligned con- 
ference in Zambia over Kaunda’s impor- 
tation of Rhodesian Coal. 

I have it on good authority from a 
friend in Zambia that during the course of 
the conference the authorities became ex- 
tremely anxious lest the worthy delegates 
look under their seats. For then they would 
have been caused even greater distress by 
reading on the very chairs in which they 
were sitting the unspeakable words ‘Made 
in Rhodesia’. 

Yours faithfully, 

Di; Agis¥. Habbitts, _ 
Wimbledon, S.W.19 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy 
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was published in the Kent and Sussex Courier. 


It was Duncan. 


IN YOUR fSsue of November 
6 you published a letter from 
Mr. S. C. Sherlock, in which, 
in my opinion, 
the reputation, licies and 
membership of the organisa- 
tion to which I have the hon- 
our to belong—The National 
Front. 

Mr. Sherlock stated im 
short that the National Front 
was some kind of “Nazi 
organisation” intent on per- 
secuting racial minorites in 
denying to otherg ¢ivil rights, 
political freedom and gen- 
erally acting in a way re- 


foa way 
miniscent of the Hitlerites of 


the 1930's. 

I am surprised that you 
should have published such 
a letter because you must 
have known that it would 
cause distress and hurt to 
many patriots who belong to 
the NF in Kent. 

f am of Jewish origin and 
am also a British patriot. 
am proud to say I have been 
an active member of the Nat- 
ional Front for the past two 
years. 

At no time have I en- 
countered, either in the 
printed literature, in conver- 
sation with my local branch 
colleagues or in frequent 
contact with the top leader- 
ship of the party, any state- 
ment, inference or activity 
which in any way could be 


he . defamed: 


described as “Nazi Fascist” 
or “anti-Semitic”. 

You will appreciate that in 
view of my background. 
would be particularly sensi- 
tive to any such political pro- 
clivities on the part of the 


party. 

The National Front carries 
out a dynamic campaign to 
oppose non-European immig- 
ration to Britain and seeks 
to return to their lands of 
origin, coloured immigrants 
residing in Britain, but this 
campaign is directed against 
immigration’ not immigrants. 

In every item of literature 
which the. NF has produced 
on this subject it has im- 
plored the British people not 
to expend their energies in 
directing futile and unjustifi- 
able racial hatred against the 
immigrants themselves, but 
rather to direct their anger 


I against the British politicians. 


who are responsible for the 
present multi-racial chaos in 
which Britain presently finds 
herself. 

The NF is an entirely de- 
mocratic organisation and all 
its officers, both local and 
national, are elected to their 
posts at annual meetings by 
free vote of the membership. 

None of the policies of the 
NF seek to undermine the 
government of Britain by 


means of parliamentary de- 
mocracy. Indeed, the party’ 
seeks to. preserve and defend 


j the rights and freedom won 


by Britons over hundreds of 
years. 

I was at the NF parade to 
the Cenotaph in Whitehall on 
November 8 and the wreath 
which the party laid in 
honour of South Africans and 
Rhodesians who died for 
Britain in two world wars 
was placed by Wing Cmdr. 
Lewis Whittam, president of 
our Bristol branch. He saw 
active service in both wars, 
was a co-founder of the RAF 
regiment and lost two sons in 
the second world war. 

At a meeting recently, 
members of the Young Com- 
munist League declared that 
the NF was a “Fascist” 
organisation. Wing Cmdr. 
Wittam told them that he 
would not have joined the NF 
if that smear was true. In 
fact, he had satisfied himself 
that the NF was composed of 
and led by sincere British 
patriots, and men of honour. 

During the four years of 
its existence only three mem- 
bers of the NF have ever 
been convicted of disorderly 
conduct at demonstrations. 

J. B. SILVERSTEIN 
2 Laxton Gardens, 
Paddock Waod. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Buffoon Retires 


I read with great regret the news 
that Michael X, ‘head’ of the Black Power 
movement, has resigned from that organ- 
isation and from active political life. I 
will be disappointed if he removes him- 
self from the political scene for all time, 
for in Michael X the British nationalist 
cause has had a very useful if unwitting 
ally. 

No amount of National Front marches 
in Southall or Wolverhampton could have 
helped the drift of. the Silent Majority 
towards the Right more than Michael’s 
amazing exploits. The highlights of his 
career in race relations which I remember 
best are: the speech he made at Reading 
during which he glorified the murder of 
White people by Blacks; the ‘humiliate 
Whitey” sessions at the Black Power head- 

uarters; and the despatch. of Black thugs 
the head office of the Community 

elations Council in order to bully the 
racial inverts who comprise that body to 
shell out hundreds of pounds of the tax- 
payers’ money for a few worthless book- 
lets. 

Nobody kids himself that Michael 
actually ‘resigned’ his post. If he were 
the moving spirit behind, and the supplier 
of funds for, the Black Power set-up, then 
nothing could have made him quit. But 
he was not The Boss; he was simply a 
front man for much more sinister elements 
who used him and his buffoonery to dis- 
tract the limelight from themselves. 

When announcing his ‘resignation’ he 
is reported to have said: ““Amassing wealth 
is one of my special talents . . . the assets 
of the Black Power movement run into 
six figures.” This claim is a colourful 
exaggeration. The only asset which the 
movement has is the Black House building 
in Islington, London — but even this is 
held in the name of a firm called Par- 
simony Ltd. 

Parsimony Ltd. was set up and 
financed to the tune of several hundred 
pounds by Nigel Samuel, who became a 
millionaire following the death of his inter- 
national banker father, Howard Samuel. 
The purpose of Samuel’s benefaction was 
that the Black Power movement could 
have not only a political headquarters and 
‘cultural’ centre, but also a business — 
in the form of a supermarket — to finance 
the further growth of the movement. 

Samuel certainly made available 
enough cash to realise the project, but 
while the Black House premises were pur- 
chased, no supermarket was opened. Some- 
how the money done got spenf. This 


was very embarrassing to Michael as he 
had announced an opening date for the 
business, sometime in Autumn 1969. 


Burn, Baby, Burn! 


Surprise, surprise! Just about at the 
time when the supermarket was due to 
open there was a fire at the Black House. 
Predictable attempts to blame the fire on 
“local Fascists and Skinheads” were made 
by Black Power supporters as they “regret- 
fully” announced that the opening date 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Those who live in Islington and who 
have kept the Black House under close 
observation report that the funds of Par- 
simony Ltd. must have run out three 
months before the fire, as only token 
attempts were made to fit out, much less 
stock, a supermarket during that period. 
Indeed, the building is still a dilapidated 
slum. 

Rumour in indiscreet Leftist circles 
has it that the fire, which was ‘discovered’ 
before it could do any structural damage, 
was started by Black Power supporters 
who saw it as a gimmick to whip up cash 
and sympathy from rich liberals and Show 
Biz pinkos. 

No matter who or what was res- 
ponsible for the fire, Black Power appeals 
for cash certainly met with some success. 
Most notably, John ‘Acid Head’ Lennon 
and Yoko ‘Okay Yoni’ Ono rallied to 
the cause — he by auctioning his hair, 
she by auctioning her knickers. 

However this money also seems to 
have been frittered ‘away, for no super- 
market materialised. Poor Michael started 
to get really frantic for cash. His tough 
guy tactics with the Community Relations 
boobies was just one indication of his 
plight — he worked at a number of other 
much more pathetic angles. 

His autobiography, published a few 
years ago, was not an outstanding success 
in the bookshops, but he had faith in 
his work and acquired from his grateful 
publisher the remaining stocks of the book. 
It is understood that the deal was fixed 
on the basis of weight rather than the 
number of copies available. Thereafter 
he was never to be seen at gatherings 
without a suitcase filled with copies of 
his book which he would ‘hard sell’ to 
White liberals in his own inimitable style. 


Who Pays? 


He also arranged, through Left Wing 
contacts at Universities, to make extensive 
speaking tours of colleges all over the 


country. Expenses incurred by speakers 
visiting colleges are paid out of the funds 
of the colleges’ Students Union — but 
speakers are only rightfully able to claim 
for travel, food and accommodation. 
Michael would also claim a ‘speaker’s fee’ 
of anything up to £20! He tried this 
on with York University Students Union 
after a debate which I had with him 
in November 1969, but on that occasion 
his claim was refused — not, I am informed, 
on principle, as it should have been, but 
because of the appalling quality of his speech. 

He was refused at York — but how 
many other Students Union committees, 
which are largely controlled by the Left 
Wing extremist element of the student 
body, have happily acceded to his de- 
mands? 

It would be interesting to learn how 
much money, supplied to Students Unions 
by the Ratepayer via Local Authority 
grants, has found its way into the coffers 
of the Black Power movement and a 
myriad of other subversive organisations. 


Michael X-stein? 


Apart from Nigel Samuel and _ his 
clique, Michael made attempts to try and 
pump the more respectable members of 
the Jewish community for financial sup- 
port. This he did by addressing the members 
of an important London synagogue and 
claiming that he too was ‘Jewish’ as his 
father was a scion of the well known 
de Frietas family of Jamaica. I hope 
the Jews who attended this meeting were 
not impressed either with Michael or with 
the information that he was, so to speak, 
‘one of the boys’. Doubtless the canny 
London Jews had taken the trouble to 
read Michael’s book before they heard him 
speak, in which he cursed every drop of 
his father’s blood which flows through 
his veins! It was interesting, though, that 
while the Jewish Chronicle carried an ac- 
count of the meeting, no national news- 
paper thought worthy of mention the fact 
that Britain’s leading exponent of Black 
Power claimed to be Jewish. 

From all this it can be seen that 
far from having a talent for ‘amassing 
wealth’ Michael has only shown that he 
has a talent for squandering money pro- 
vided by other people. It was clearly 
the combined factors of his ineptness — 
to say the least — as a financial adminis- 
trator and his catastrophic effect on the 
Race Relations Industry which caused him 
to get the boot from the Black Power 
movement. 
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GREAT MARGH AND MEETING 
IN WOLVERHAMPTON 


Midlands members of the National 
Front, augmented by strong detachments 
from London and the West Country, made 
the November 28th march and meeting in 
Wolverhampton a memorable occasion and 
certainly in our knowledge the largest 
nationalist demonstration seen outside Lon- 
don since the war. 

London groups managed four coach- 
loads, which certainly was an achievement, 
and in the end well over a hundred members 
made the trip. They were met at Wolver- 
hampton by an impressive assemblage of 
activists which testitied to the spectacular 
growth in that part of the country over the 
last year. Led by the pipe band provided 
by Mr. Joe Hyde, Midlands Organiser,--the 
march set off through the streets of Wolver- 
hampton on a busy Saturday afternoon with 
the streets packed with interested members 
of the public. 

For some time leading up to the day 
there had been threats of dire trouble from 
local and imported left-wing organisations, 
the Communist Morning Star having the week 


THE VATICAN IN POLITICS 
Contd. from page 10. 
it expedient to arrive not just at a ‘modus 
vivendi’ but at outright co-operation with the 
Communist world. One visible sign of this 
trend has been the advancement of Cardinal 
Seper of Yugoslavia in Vatican circles, who is 
thought by many to be the most likely suc- 
cessor to the present Pope. 

“The Vatican in politics always follows 
a pattern. It will fight relentlessly against an 
enemy for many years in the hope that the 
enemy will be destroyed. Then if it becomes 
clear that the enemy cannot be smashed, 
then it will pursue the course of concilliation, 
co-operation and penetration. The Vatican 
has decided that Communism is a reality of 
the modern world, and has decided to co- 
exist with it. Then the Vatican has also 
decided to co-operate with Communism be- 
cause of the general decadence of the Western 
democracies. Remember the Vatican is, by 
its very nature, authoritarian. Therefore it 
is attracted by any system based on authori- 
tarian rule. Western democracy is near 
collapse because of intellectual anarchy, 
which the Church has always opposed.” 


Does the situation in Northern Ireland present 
for you another example of the Vatican’s 
influence in political matters? 

“T have written a book about Northern 
Ireland called Religious Terror in Ireland be- 
cause I was interested in the political role 
that the Church and the Vatican were playing 
in that country. The Catholic Church seeks 
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before urged its readers to make the trip to 
Wolverhampton in order to be provoked by 
the NF, and coloured leftist groups from the 
Midlands having also promised massive 
counter-demonstrations. As it turned out 
the potency of left-wing protest was about as 
fearsome as that of a gathering of pouting 
girl-guides, a few hundred weedy looking 
youths running in a shambles along by the 
side of the 300 strong NF column blowing 
high-pitched raspberries and giving pathetic 
Hitler salutes. The ineffectiveness of the 
leftist demonstration was a source of pro- 
found disappointment to the Morning Star 
in its comments the following week. _ 
From the NE side it could be said that 
discipline was not as tidy as on the Remem- 
brance Day march earlier in the month, and a 
lot of disorganised shouting and chanting 
detracted from rather than enhanced the 
march at odd times, suggesting the need for a 
firmer system of command on such occasions. 
Possibly another fault of the marchers was to 
overestimate the strength and resolve of the 
leftist counter-demonstrators, thus allowing 


the total unification of Ireland, because ~ 


through unification it will exert the same 
paramount religious and political influence 
which it now exerts over the Irish Republic. 
Unification would automatically result in the 
absorption of Ulster not merely as a semi- 
autonomous province of Britain, but also as 
one of the most vigorous centres of Protes- 
tantism in Europe. 

“The Church and Vatican support the 
Civil Rights movement in Northern Ireland, 
and close an eye to the fact that the organis- 
ation is communist dominated, because they 
see the Civil Rights Movement as an instru- 
ment to further the internal disintegration of 
Ulster and as an instrument of Irish 
nationalism.” 


What connection do you have with the 
Rev. Ian Paisley? 


“TI am a personal friend of Ian Paisley, 


but I am not a “‘Paisley-ite”. I disassociate 
myself completely with his religious views 
and also many of his political policies. I 
think he could do more harm than good to 
Northern Ireland as a result of his lack of 
political subtlety. However, I support 
Paisley to a certain extent because I don’t 
believe that 1,000,000 Protestants should be, 
against their will, dragged into an Irish 
Republic wholly dominated by the Catholic 
Church.” 


Could you recount the books of a political 
interest which you have had published? 
“I had my first book published when I 


their ranks to become a little bedraggled as 
certain personnel dashed up and down the 
column in anticipation of attacks that did 
not and were not likely to come. These are 
small points on the debit side which were 
easily outweighed by the overall size and 
spirit of the march, which made a most im- 
pressive impact as, in a forest of red, white 
and blue and to the accompaniment of stir- 
ring martial tunes from the band, it wended 
its way around the centre of the town, 
often to loud applause from local bystanders. 

The march having ended, a packed 
meeting of several hundred was held in a local 
school hall, Lt. Cdr. Lewis Witham, John 
O’Brien and John Tyndall speaking with 
Martin Webster in the chair. An enthusiastic 
audience responded magnificently to the call 
for support and a fine collection was raised. 

On returning home to London after a 
most stimulating day, we heard that the 
march had been featured on all the major TV 
newsreels and came over very well indeed to 
the viewers. This was certainly a tremendous 
day in the history of the National Front in 
the Midlands. 

The thanks of everyone are due to 
Mr. Hyde and his colleagues for the work 
put in organising the day at the Wolver- 
hampton end and also to the organisers els 
where who went to so much trouble to 
arrange for transportation from other parts 
of the country. 


was twenty years of age. It was The 
Rumbling of the Apocalypse, a Science 
Fiction novel with sociological overtones, 
which was published in France in 1935 by 
La Maison de la Bonne Presse. In 1943 
Towards the New Italy was published with 
foreward by H. G. Wells by Drummonds of 
London, and shortly after, in 1944, Drum- 
monds also published The New Utopia. 
The Catholic Church Against the 20th Cen- 
tury was published by the Nationalist Press 
Association of London in 1947. My greatest 
best-seller, The Vatican in World Politics was 
published in 1951 by the Horizon Press of 
New York. This was twice chosen as Book of 
the Month in America, and three American 
newspapers nominated it as Non-Fiction 
Book of the Month. The Pioneer Press of. 
London published in 1955 The Dollar and 
the Vatican. The Vatican and the 20th 
Century was published in 1966 by Zondervan 
of Michigan. Catholic Power Today was 
published by Lyle Stewart of New York in 
1968. All of these books I regret are now 
out of print, however, they are still ob- 
tainable through good second hand book 
dealers, if one has patience. Catholic Terror 
Today, a documentation of the Croatian 
massacres, published by Paravision Publishing 
Company, London, in 1969 is still in print, 
as is my latest book, Religious Terror in 
Ireland, published in 1970 also by Paravision. 
Though numerous articles have been written 
about me in national and international jour- 


‘nals, not one reviewer has dared to give my 


last two books any attention. 


Left Reacts Hysterically to 


News of the impending opening of a 
North of England regional headquarters of 
the National Front in Huddersfield, Yorks, 
has made a big local impact — not least in 
the camp of the NF’s enemies. 

No sooner was the news known than a 
body calling itself the ‘Human Rights Group’ 
started circulating a hysterical leaflet calling 
the local populace to prevent the opening of 
the office by putting pressure on the Town 
Council. 

The ‘Human Rights Group’ then organ- 
ised a ‘protest’ meeting in Huddersfield 
against the NF and also against the decision 
of the Government to sell arms to South 
Africa. The meeting only served to establish 
two things: firstly that the ‘Human Rights 
Group’ consisted mainly of local Com- 

unists and clerics — entities which in these 
es seem more and more to approximate 
the same thing; secondly that the effect 
of its agitation on the citizenry of Hudders- 
field was precisely nil. Three quarters of 
those present at the meeting turned out to 
be members of the National Front, who duly 
took the meeting over, roaring with laughter 
when the leftists produced five midget lascars 
as stormtroopers to evict them. The meeting, 
chaired by the Leader of the Huddersfield 
Communist Party, Mr. Shaw, and addressed 
by one Father Langdon-Davis, petered out 
tamely. Another speaker, Liberal Malcolm 
Lee, failed to turn up at the last moment. 

The Lettists’ next move was to try a 
march through Huddersfield. This was or- 
ganised by Young Communists, Young 
Socialists, Young Liberals and members of 
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N. England NF Growth 


The Tory Governnent, Britain's 
| leading "big business" 
organisation, plans to sell 
arms to South Africa. 


DEMONSTRATION 


Saturday, December 19th. 
Assemble 2.15 p.m. 
Sparrow Park. 
Huddersfield. 
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Reproduction of part of the ‘Human Rights Group’ leaflet 


Group in North East Joins NF 


The Newcastle Democratic Movement, 


the Indian Workers’ Association and Pakistan |a solidly expanding patriotic organisation 


Association — all under the banner of the 
‘Human Rights Group’. The march was 
heckled by NF members, who distributed 
large quantities of literature and, through the 
ind assistance of the Left, obtained promi- 
nent coverage in the local press. 
Latest news is that the NF is proceeding 
withsits plans to open its Northern HQ and is 
enjoying increased support in the area. 


HELP IN NF OFFICE 
NEEDED 


Shorthand typists and other office 
staff are very much needed to help with 
work in the National Front offices at 92 
Fleet Street, London E.C.4. on a voluntary 
basis. Those able to be of service should 
contact Mr. John O’Brien at that address 
(phone number 01-353 1723). 


with members in Northumberland and Dur- 
ham, announced just before Christmas that 
it wished to form a Newcastle Branch of the 
National Front asa first step towards develop- 
ing the NF throughout North East England. 

In a letter to Mr. Martin Webster, NF 
Activities Organiser, Mr. Geoffrey T. Lawrie, 
General Secretary of the NDM, said: “With 
the present situation of our country being so 
very grave, having no true political party 
other than the National Front to uphold 
Britain’s future, we, as a small patriotic or- 
ganisation, should help the cause by starting 
a branch of the National Front in the New- 
castle area.” 

The NF is particularly pleased to have 
attracted the support of this group for its 
members have displayed that they have a 
wide variety of political talents, not least in 
the field of producing intelligent and well 
printed propaganda and establishing a 
thoroughly professional organisational struc- 


ture. 

The main NDM recruiting leaflet ex- 
presses support for: a strong, independent 
Britain, a return to democratic principles of 
government, free enterprise, patriotism, a 
crash housing programme, adequate military 
defences and closer links with the White 
Dominions, Rhodesia and South Africa. Op- 
position is expressed to the betrayal of 
Britain by the old gang politicians, coloured 
immigration, multi-racialism, subversive Com- 
munistic influences in every field of national 
life, the moral decline of Britain in general 
and her youth in particular. 


NF GENERAL MEETING 


As a result of the resignation of Mr. 
A. K. Chesterton from the leadership of the 
National Front, an extraordinary general 
members’ meeting will be ‘held early in the 
new year (probably February) to determine 
the question of alternative leadership. This is 
an advance warning to members. 
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SEPARATISM & 


SUBVERSION 


BEFORE the last war, and even up to the 
early Fifties, separatist movements were al- 
most invariably nationalist and of the Right. 
Witness the majority of the Irish indepen- 
dence leaders — excluding the Marxist 
Connolly — from the time of Parnell on- 
wards; the Croatian nationalists seeking their 
independence from Jugoslavia during the 
Thirties; or the Ukrainian nationalists, who 
have either been exterminated by the Soviets 
or today live in exile with their cause ignored 
by the legions of Western liberal spokesmen 
who are too busy championing Left Wing 
terrorists in various parts of the globe. Even 
the Scots nationalists were dominated by 
men of the patriotic Right — many of them 
ex-servicemen with distinguished war records 
— until the mid-Fifties. 

Today, Marxists and Anarchists and 
the whole gamut of the forces of inter- 
nationalism can be seen at work exploiting, 
if not dominating, the separatist movements. 
The Quebec Liberation Front terrorist mur- 
derers of Pierre Laporte and the kidnappers 
of the British diplomat, Mr. James Cross, 
were Marxists. Not for nothing did some of 
them choose to seek refuge in Cuba after 
their crimes. 

In Ulster, the Civil Rights movement, 
that works to separate that province from 
the rest of the United Kingdom, is dominated 
by atheistic or agnostic Marxists and Inter- 
national Socialists, such as Miss Bernadette 
Devlin, who are exploiting the crisis stemming 
from religious conflict. 

In Wales, so-called Welsh ‘Nationalist’ 
students staged a sit-in at the University of 
Aberystwyth in protest at the growing num- 
ber of English students yet displayed banners 
calling for the University to be “Truly Inter- 
national”! 

This internationalist conspiracy, which 
could not give a fig for the healthy aspirations 
of a people to preserve their own cultures, 
whether they be Welsh, Irish, Scots, French 
Canadian or Basques, is part of the campaign 
to undermine the stability of the West. Their 
objective is not the preservation of cultures 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


The total of contributions to our 
development fund over the last month has 
been a good one. We have received £37. This 
leaves us with a total of £82. 10. Od. still 
to raise — assuming that all other pledges 
are met. 

Please address all contributions to 
Spearhead, and send them to 10 Birkbeck 
Hill, London, S.E.21. 
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but the creation of chaos. 

The disease has now spread to Spain. 

The extremely ancient Basque people 
who straddle North West Spain’s border with 
France have had separatist movements for 
several hundred years. Although Fleet Street 
writers and TV pundits have been arousing 
the sympathy of the British public over the 
Christmas season for the “‘poor victims of the 
Franco regime” recently tried at Burgos on 
a charge of murder, few have bothered to 
point out that the Basque ETA movement, 
to which the prisoners belonged, is yet 
another Marxist body. 

This is not supposition. Let us examine 
the words of Jesus Abrizqueta, one of the 
ETA members who were convicted at Burgos, 
as reported in an interview with Harold 
Sieve in the Daily Telegraph of December 7th. 

“He admitted he was a member of the 
Basque ETA movement which was fighting a 
‘revolutionary struggle to change the structure 
of society’. 

‘*He had been a member ‘since I became 
aware of social oppression. ETA is the only 
organisation that meets the needs of the 
working class.’ 

“The Basque people are rising against 
the Fascist Government. We are aiming for 
the destruction of the oppressive capitalistic 
system.’ ” 

What is this but the same Marxist clap- 
trap that we have heard from Ulster, Quebec, 
the various terrorist movements in South 
America and even Wales? 

And the kidnapping of the West Ger- 
man diplomat, Herr Beihl, of whom nothing 
has been heard at the time of writing, also 
follows the same pattern. 

The truth of the matter is that the 
international Left, aided by the liberal demo- 
crats who have never yet stood firm in the 
face of the relentless drive forward by Inter- 
national Communism since the war, have 
never forgiven Franco from saving Spain 
from Red tyranny. 

If Franco had lost the Spanish Civil’ 
War, then with France on the verge of a 
Communist takeover in 1945 and Italy in a 
similar position it takes little imagination to 
appreciate that all Europe, almost certainly 
including Britain, would now be suffering 
the same fate as the Poles, the Czechs and the 
other enslaved peoples of Eastern Europe. 

The international Left thinks that it is 
now opportune to make another attempt at 
capturing Spain and this time by exploiting 
the Basque separatist movement. 

We trust that Spearhead’s Ulster and 
Canadian readers will take note. 


National Front 
PUTS BRITAIN FIRST 


Find out more about Britain's new party. 


Complete this coupon and send to: 


The Secretary, National Front, 92 Fleet 


Street, London E.C.4. 
Name 


Address 


BUY BULK! 


Help to spread Spearhead by buying 
supplies for bulk distribution at special 
wholesale rate of 8d. per copy for all 
quantities of 50 or over. 


SPECIAL RATES FOR 
BACK ISSUES 


Over the past months we have 
accumulated large numbers of back 
numbers which we are now anxious to 
get off our hands. We are offering 
these at the specially reduced rate of 
6d. per copy for all quantities of 5 
or over. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British 
Views-Letter 
Edited by A. K. Chesterton 
Which supports the 


NATIONAL FRONT 


Published by the Candour Publishing Co., 
92 Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 


“The New Unhappy Lords”’ 


An exposure of power politics 
By A. K. CHESTERTON 


Cloth-Bound Edition  28/- 

Paper-back Edition 12/- 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is 
must for the bookshelf of any stud 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all comm- 
entaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 


(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 
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